RETURN DATE: APRIL 20, 2021 : SUPERIOR COURT
GREGORY B. SMITH,
NICHOLAS ENGSTROM, and : J.D. OF HARTFORD
THE CHURCHILL INSTITUTE, INC.
VS. £ AT HARTFORD
AARON SUPPLE, KAREN MONTEJO,
HENDRICK XIONG-CALMES, : MARCH 26, 2021
GIANNA MORENO, HUNTER SAVERY,
GILLIAN REINHARD, and
THE TRINITY TRIPOD
COMPLAINT

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

1. The Plaintiff Gregory B. Smith ("Plaintiff" or “Professor Smith”) is Professor of
Political Science and Philosophy at Trinity College (“Trinity"), in Hartford, Connecticut and
is @ domiciliary of Winfield, llinois. At all times mentioned herein, Plaintiff was transacting
business in Connecticut within the course and scope of his employment.

2. In addition to his faculty position at Trinity, Plaintiff is the founder and president of
The Churchill Institute, Inc. for the Study and Extension of Western Civilization (“Churchill
Institute” or "Institute”).

3. The Plaintiff Churchill Institute is a 501(c)(3) non-profit corporation registered in

Connecticut. At all times mentioned herein, the Institute was transacting business within

Connecticut,
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4. The Plaintiff Nicholas Engstrom (“Engstrom”) was at all times relevant to this
complaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity, a member of the student
organization the “Churchill Club,” and is presently a resident of Swampscott,
Massachusetts.

5. The Defendant Aaron Supple (“Supple”) was at all times relevant to this
complaint, an undergraduate student enrofled at Trinity and is a resident of New Biritain,
Connecticut.

6. The Defendant Hunter Savery (“Savery”) was at all times relevant to this
compfaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity, an editor of the Trinity Tripod, a
resident of Hartford, Connecticut and presently resides in Harwich, Massachusetts.

7. The Defendant Karen Navarrete Montejo ("Montejo") was at all times relevant to
this complaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity, a resident of Hartford,
Connecticut, and presently resides in West Hartford, Connecticut.

8. The Defendant Hendrick Xiong-Calmes (“Xiong-Calmes”) is and was at ail times
relevant to this complaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity and presently
resides in Swarthmore, Pennsylvania.

9. The Defendant Giana Moreno (“Moreno”) was at all times relevant to this
complaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity, a resident of Hartford, Connecticut,

and presently resides in Berwyn, Hllinois
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10. The Defendant Gillian Reinhard (“Reinhard”) was at all times relevant to this
compiaint, an undergraduate student enrolled at Trinity, the editor-in-chief of the Trinity
Tripod, a resident of Hartford, Connecticut, and presently resides in Cheshire, Connecticut.

11. At all times relevant to this complaint, the Defendant the Trinity Tripod (“Tripod”)
is and was an independent or semi-independent newspaper and media outlet primarily
funded by Trinity College, Inc. (“Trinity") doing business in Hartford, Connecticut.

12. At all relevant times herein, Professor Smith was the faculty advisor to the
Churchill Club, a student organization inspired by the Churchill Institute that focuses on the
study of Western Civilization, philosophy, and tradition.

13. On or about early March, 2019, student-members of the Churchill Club applied
for “formal recognition” by the Student Government Association (“SGA”). Formal
recognition is a routine procedural mechanism through which the Churchili Club would be
eligible to host events on college property and to apply for funding from the Student
Activities Fund.

14. Before a group can be formally recognized, it must draft a constitution, obtain the
signature of twenty-five interested students, and appear before the SGA governing body for
questions,

15. Having satisfied the first two prerequisites, the Churchill Club (“Club”) student

representatives appeared before the SGA on March 3, 2019 and were questioned for
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approximately ninety minutes. Dozens of student protestors attended this hearing to protest
against a decision to formally recognize the Club. Due in part to the protestations, the SGA
continued the vote on whether to recognize the Club until March 10, 2019,

16. Protest against the Club's recognition persisted during the March 10, 2012 SGA
meeting. The SGA again failed to hold a vote but declared that a “public forum™ or “town
hall” would be heid at a future date on the subject of whether to formally recognize the
Club.

17. On March 31, 2019 the SGA announced a pair of “drop-in student town halls”
scheduled for April 10 and April 11.

18. On or about April 1, 2019, Defendants Savery and Reinhard (“Tripod
Defendants”) were student members of the Tripod, a student-run newspaper and media
outlet. At all times relevant herein, the Tripod Defendants were engaged and/or served as
writers, editors, and/or publishers of the Tripod. Reinhard served as the editor-in-chief of
the newspaper, and Savery served as an opinion editor. All Tripod content is, upon
information and belief, created, edited, and published by its student members.

19. On or about April 1, 2019, the Tripod published an issue called the “Liepod,” a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A. The Liepod is purportedly a satirical and/or

farcical issue released on April Fool's Day.

LR SR IR b

Bick axn Bukraina, BC.
BT L mrinin o Ao r ook, CT 0040 o (ROGDIGHG-B0E, o Boiis 0 10YTH?




20. The Aprit 1% Liepod issue featured a front page article titled “SGA Considers
Fascist Society Approval” ("Article”) in reference to the controversy over the Club’s
application for formal recognition. Savery wrote the article under the byline “Cucker
Tarlson.” Savery wrote: “The SGA Senate is in turmoil debating the merits of allowing
fascism on campus” in reference to the proceedings related to the Club's application.
Savery went on to characterize the Club, its student-members, and advisor (Professor
Smith), as the “Trinity College Fascist Society,” whose “aim is to promote and defend
fascism, which they see as under attack in the modern world.”

21. Savery further stated that granting the Club’s application would be comparable to
the Neville Chamberlain's appeasement of Adolph Hitler in the 1930s. Exhibit A ("SGA
President Chamberlain has suggested a compromise of giving the Fascists approval and
part of the funding allocated for the Czechoslovakian club. When it was pointed out that this
was not a compromise at all, the President insisted that it would bring Trinity ‘peace in our
time.”) Savery concludes the article by stating: “The SGA really has its work cut out for it,
only time will tell if Trinity in 2019 is the new Weimar Germany."

22. At the time of the April 1%, 2019 “Liepod” publication Reinhard, the Tripod’s
Editor-in-Chief, reviewed, edited, approved, and published the Article.

23. On April 10, 2019, one day before the first scheduled “town hall” event,

Defendants Supple, Montejo, Xiong-Calmes, and Moreno (collectively “Flyer Defendants”)
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posted multiple flyers, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B, on campus featuring
the Churchili Institute logo, a photograph of the Plaintiff, and, above his photograph, the
phrase: “the new racism is every bit as ugly as the old.” Identical flyers were posted
featuring a photograph of Engstrom, a copy of which his attached hereto as Exhibit C.

24, Following an investigation by the College, the Flyer Defendants were found to be
responsible for creating, printing, and publishing the flyers.

COUNT ONE: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Se as to the Flyer Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of this Complaint are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-
24 of this Count One as if more fully set forth herein.

25. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that the Flyer Defendants’ public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation.

26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the same with reckless
disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional

reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
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esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Furthermore, fellow academics, peers, and colleagues no longer associate with
Plaintiff. Some or all of the aforesaid injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the
Plaintiff has a fear of the future consequences of his injuries.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, anxiety, fear, and other related injuries, as welt as mental, physical, and
emotional distress.

29. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

30. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT TWO: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Quod as to the Flver
Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of this Complaint are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-

24 of this Count Two as if more fully set forth herein.
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25. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Flyer Defendants’
public statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite
adverse, derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure
his personai and professional reputation.

26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the same with reckless
disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Furthermore, fellow academics, peers, and colieagues no longer associate with
Plaintiff. Some or all of the aforesaid injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the
Plaintiff has a fear of the future consequences of his injuries.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, anxiety, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and

emotional distress.
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29. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

30. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT THREE: Defamation of Churchill Institute; Libel Per Se as to the Flyers
Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Three as if more fully set forth herein.

25. Additional flyers included photographs of institute senior fellows, students
associated with the Institute, and Institute board members, including Plaintiff's wife. Each
such flyer featured the Churchill Institute logo and the phrase: "the new racism is every bit
as ugly as the old” above the featured individual's photograph.

26. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that the Defendant’s public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Churchill Institute and/or to injure

its reputation and cause financial injury.
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27. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

28. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Institute has suffered and will
continue to suffer economic damages and loss, including, but not limited to, the withdrawal
of not less than $50,000.00 in funding and substantial, long-term damage to its brand,
goodwill, and reputation.

29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, the institute has
incurred and will continue to incur attomeys' fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT FOUR: Defamation of Churchill Institute; Libel Per Quod as to the Flyers
Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Four as if more fully set forth herein.

25. Additional flyers included photographs of Institute senior fellows, students
associated with the Institute, and Institute board members, including Plaintiff's wife. Each
such flyer featured the Churchill Institute logo and the phrase: “the new racism is every bit
as ugly as the old” above the featured individual's photograph.

26. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per guod in that the Defendants’ public

statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
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derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Churchill Institute and/or to injure
its reputation and cause financial injury. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

27. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

28. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Institute has suffered and will
continue to suffer economic damages and loss, including, but not limited to, the withdrawal
of not less than $50,000.00 in funding and substantial, long-term damage to its brand,
goodwill, and reputation.

29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, the Institute has
incurred and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT FIVE: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Se as to Savery

1-21. Paragraphs 1-21 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-21 of
this Count Five as if more fully set forth herein.
22. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that Savery’s public statements

aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse, derogatory, or
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unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his personal and
professional reputation.

23. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

24. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

25. As a further result of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, anxiety, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and
emotional distress.

28. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of

revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
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events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

27. As a further resuit of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

28. As a direct result of the Defendant's libel per se, the Plaintiff is entitled to
general, special, and punitive damages.

COUNT SIX: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Quod as to Savery

1-21. Paragraphs 1-21 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-21 of
this Count Six as if more fully set forth herein.

22, The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per gquod in that the Defendant’'s public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

23. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with

reckless disregard as to their falsity.

13

A O s

Brek axn Rinkrcin, PC.
% Faniin I BT TRCL N T Sl e s Raae o W +




24. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

25. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, anxiety, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and
emotional distress.

26. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

27. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred

and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.
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COUNT SEVEN: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Se as to Reinhard

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-22 of
this Count Seven as if more fully set forth herein.

23. A principal is liable for her agent’s defamatory statements if she apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, Savery was
an agent of Reinhard operating within the scope of his agency. As the editor-in-chief of the
Tripod, Reinhard authorized the publication of Savery's defamatory statements.

24. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that the Defendant's public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation.

25. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or pubiished the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

26. As a direct result of the Defendant's conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the

esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
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his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

27. As a further result of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue fo suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

28. As a further result of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

29. As a further resuit of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and wilt continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT EIGHT: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Quod as to Reinhard

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-22 of
this Count Eight as if more fully set forth herein.
23. A principal is liable for her agent's defamatory statements if she apparently

authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, Savery was
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an agent of Reinhard operating within the scope of his agency. As the editor-in-chief of the .;
Tripod, Reinhard authorized the publication of Savery’s defamatory statements.

24. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Defendant’s public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

25. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

26. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

27 As a further resuit of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered and

will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to: humiliation,
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fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional distress.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are
unlikely to be made available to him in the future.

29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT NINE: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Se as to Tripod

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-22 of
this Count Nine as if more fully set forth herein.

23. A principal is liable for its agent's defamatory statements if it apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At alf times mentioned herein, the Tripod
Defendants were agents of Tripod, and Tripod authorized the publication of Savery’s
defamatory statements.

24. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that the Defendant’s public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his

personal and professional reputation.
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25. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

26. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

27. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotionali injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
economic damages in that previously available opportunities, offers, and other sources of
revenue generation and/or publicity, including but not limited to, lectureships, speaking
events, and consulting, have been withdrawn or are no long available to him and are

unlikely to be made available to him in the future.
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29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT TEN: Defamation of Plaintiff Smith; Libel Per Quod as to Tripod

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-22 of
this Count Ten as.if more fully set forth herein.

23. A principal is liable for its agent's defamatory statements if it apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, the Tripod
Defendants were agents of Tripod, and Tripod authorized the publication of Savery's
defamatory statements,

24. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Defendant’'s public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

25. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with

reckless disregard as to their falsity.
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26. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his career. Said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear of
the future consequences of his injuries.

27. As a further result of the Defendant’'s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

28. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT ELEVEN: Defamation of Chuchill Institute; Libel Per Se as to Defendants
Savery, Reinhard, and Tripod

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Eleven as if more fully set forth herein.
23. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per se in that Savery's public statements

aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse, derogatory, or
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unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his personal and
professional reputation.

24. A principal is liable for her agent's defamatory statements if she apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, Savery was
an agent of Reinhard operating within the scope of his agency. As the editor-in-chief of the
Tripod, Reinhard authorized the publication of Savery’s defamatory statements.

25. A principal is liable for its agent’s defamatory statements if it apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, the Tripod
Defendants were agents of Tripod, and Tripod authorized the publication of Savery's
defamatory statements.

26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendant’s conduct, the Institute has suffered and will
continue to suffer economic damages and loss, including, but not limited to, the withdrawal
of not less than $50,000.00 in funding and substantial, long-term damage to its brand,
goodwill, and reputation.

28. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred

and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.
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COUNT TWELVE: Defamation of Churchill Institute; Libel Per Quod as Defendants
Savery, Reinhard, and Tripod

1-22. Paragraphs 1-22 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Twelve as if more fully set forth herein,

23. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Defendants’ public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Churchill Institute and/or to injure
its reputation and cause financial injury. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

24, A principal is liable for her agent's defamatory statements if she apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, Savery was
an agent of Reinhard operating within the scope of his agency. As the editor-in-chief of the
Tripod, Reinhard authorized the publication of Savery's defamatory statements.

25. A principal is liable for its agent's defamatory statements if it apparently
authorized the agent to make such statements. At all times mentioned herein, the Tripod
Defendants were agents of Tripod, and Tripod authorized the publication of Savery’s

defamatory statements,
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26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendant knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendant's conduct, the Institute has suffered and will
continue to suffer economic damages and loss, including, but not limited to, the withdrawal
of not less than $50,000.00 in funding and substantial, long-term damage to its brand,
goodwill, and reputation.

28. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, the Institute has
incurred and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT THIRTEEN: Defamation of Plaintiff Engstrom; Libel Per Se as to the Flyer
Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Thirteen as if more fully set forth herein.

25. The foregoing conduct constitutes defamation in that the Defendants’ public
statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite adverse,
derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure his
personal and professional reputation, as well as his reputation in the Trinity community,

including Trinity faculty, staff, and students.
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26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the statements with
reckless disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendants have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his life, as well as that which he would and should have generated in the future; as a direct
result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff was denied and/or lost job opportunities,
internship opportunities, and was ultimately compelled to transfer to another university.
Some or all of said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear
of the future consequences of his injuries.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred

and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.
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COUNT FOURTEEN: Defamation of Plaintiff Engstrom; Libel Per Quod as to the Fiyer
Defendants

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of this Complaint are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-
24 of this Count Fourteen as if more fully set forth herein.

25. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Flyer Defendants’
public statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite
adverse, derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure
his personal and professional reputation. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per guod as a result
of facts known by the recipients.

26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the same with reckless
disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his life, as well as that which he would and should have generated in the future; as a direct

result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff was denied and/or lost job opportunities,
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internship opportunities, and was ultimately compelled to transfer to another university.
Some or all of said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear
of the future consequences of his injuries.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

29. As a further result of the Defendant's conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys' fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT FIFTEEN: Defamation of Plaintiff Engstrom; Libel Per Quod as to Savery,

Reinhard, and Tripod

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of this Complaint are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-
24 of this Count Fifteen as if more fully set forth herein.

25. The foregoing conduct constitutes libel per quod in that the Flyer Defendants’
public statements aforesaid were published with the intent to, and in fact did, excite
adverse, derogatory, or unpleasant feelings or opinions against the Plaintiff and/or to injure
his personal and professional reputation. To the extent that any of the aforementioned
statements were not explicitly libelous, said statements constitute libel per quod as a result

of facts known by the recipients.
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26. Said statements were made with actual malice, in that the Defendants knew that
the published statement or statements were false, and/or published the same with reckless
disregard as to their falsity.

27. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant and permanent injury to his personal and professional
reputation. The defamatory statements published by Defendant have diminished the
esteem, respect, goodwill, and/or confidence the Plaintiff has earned and held throughout
his life, as well as that which he would and should have generated in the future; as a direct
result of the Defendants’ conduct, the Plaintiff was denied and/or lost job opportunities,
internship opportunities, and was ultimately compelled to transfer to another university.
Some or all of said injuries are likely to be permanent in nature, and the Plaintiff has a fear
of the future consequences of his injuries.

28. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered
and will continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to:
humiliation, fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional
distress.

29. As a further result of the Defendant’s conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred

and will continue to incur attorneys' fees and costs in pursuing this action.
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COUNT SIXTEEN: The Flyer Defendants’ Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress
upon Plaintiff Smith

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Sixteen as if more fully set forth herein.

25. In taking the aforesaid actions, the Defendants knew or should have known that
their conduct involved an unreasonable risk of causing emotional distress to the Plaintiff
and, from the facts known to him, should have realized that the distress, if it were caused,
might result in iliness or bodily harm.

26. As a result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to: humiliation,
fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional distress.

27. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred
and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

COUNT SEVENTEEN: The Flyer Defendants’ Negligent Infliction of Emotional
Distress upon Plaintiff Engstrom

1-24. Paragraphs 1-24 of Count One are hereby incorporated as paragraphs 1-24 of
this Count Seventeen as if more fully set forth herein.
25. In taking the aforesaid actions, Defendants knew or should have known that his

conduct involved an unreasonable risk of causing emotional distress to the Plaintiff and,
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from the facts known to him, should have realized that the distress, if it were caused, might
result in illness or bodily harm.

26. As a result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer mental and emotional injuries, including but not limited to: humiliation,
fear, and other related injuries, as well as mental, physical, and emotional distress.

27. As a further result of the Defendants’ conduct aforesaid, Plaintiff has incurred

and will continue to incur attorneys’ fees and costs in pursuing this action.

PLAINTIFF

By
4 Michael J. Kochol
For Beck & Eldergill, P.C.
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RETURN DATE: APRIL 20, 2021 : SUPERIOR COURT
GREGORY B. SMITH,
NICHOLAS ENGSTROM, and 3 J.D. OF HARTFORD
THE CHURCHILL INSTITUTE, INC.
VS. : AT HARTFORD
AARON SUPPLE, KAREN MONTEJO,
HENDRICK XIONG-CALMES, : MARCH 26, 2021
GIANNA MORENO, HUNTER SAVERY,
GILLIAN REINHARD, and
THE TRINITY TRIPOD
CLAIM FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE Piaintiff Claims:
1. Monetary damages in an amount
{ ) less than $2,500.00
{ ) $2,500.00 or more but less than $15,000.00
(X) $15,000.00 or more exclusive of interest and costs.
2. Compensatory and/or general damages;
3. Pecuniary damages;
4. Punitive damages; and
5. Such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.
PLAINTIFF

By%/

“ Michael J. Kochol
for Beck & Eldergill, P.C.
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-ESTABLISHED 89 BC-

“Bibere Audel” “Tuesday, April 1, 2019 =

New Dorm:

The Chad

ST. ANTHONY'S BALLS 20
NEWS EDITOR

page The Chad, an

MAGA

alternativa to

Fred culture:
Nantucket,
Natty Lite,

Chartwells

Tapingo
JBS & HER GOONS "22
STAFF WRITERS

Bistro Tapin:

go availoble to
students today
for record twenty
minutes.

page

Underground
Update

SGA Considers Fascist

CUCKER TARLSON '20
OPINTON EDITOR

The Trinity, Collegs Fas-
ciat Society, which is seeking
SGA rocognition, would like
to dispel the rumors Lhet
it is made up of “Nazis” or
“eontroversy” Club Fohrer
Bryce Clck, says that the
club has been unfairly treat-
td throughout the entire
approval process. The clu
simtes thair nim b to p L

Approval

o

of [ascivm and its associal:
ed rhetoric. Tho club conati-
tution identifies the group
as “scademic,” a stretch for
surs, but If you call them
out they are prepared to roll
up to your dorm with s Pan-
zer Tank. Boardwaik is the
Iatest victim of the group's
blitzkrieg, which our stall
legal advisor bas pointed
out is “definiiely {legal® and
“probably againgt the Gono-

and defend [ascizm, which
they see ax under attnek in

the modern world™ The“club’

believes that far too many
courses in the Trinity cur
viculum do not include Afein
Hampfor the works of Benito
Mussolini, which they claim

HANS MOLEMAN 19
STAFF WRITER
page  The Umlerground
Coffehousc ends
vaffeo eales, come
mile to being a full

time living room.

Jackson Dick:
A History

BOFA DIESNUTS ‘20
SPORTS EDITOR

Tripod stall traces
the illustrious
history of the
phollic graffits
atop the Jackson
dormitory.

page

is week's issuc...
Hall brothers challenge bigh
schoolers 1o » rematch, page 3

SGA Senator Puckmaching
resigna amid scandal, page §

Opinfon: I'm fed up with gon-
norrheal, page 11

are part of a rich Western
philasaphical tradition. When
asked if they read authors
besidea [fascist  dictetors,
Club Librarian Mike Kuinpf
snid, "Wa're slso very fond of
the works of Martin Heide-
geer and Tuckor Carlson”

One might cxpect that
the club would be made wp
pritarily of history majors
or students pursuimg degrocs
in {ierman studies, but in
fact most members are ei-
ther curreul or atiempted
Econ majors, with healthy
support from the bottom of
the Political Science bar
rel. The club s celatively
new and has been ponching
merabers from other peliti-
cal groups, onc member who
spoke with the Tripod suid,
“Yeah. | was with the Liber
tarinns for a while, but then ]
reslized that [ den't actunlby
like freedum very much, at
feast not for certain peopls.”
In spite of a general sppost
tion to the Bill of Rights, the
club maintaing that it is fair,
just, and open to all. Fascist
leadership has also asserted
that the club is not a political
organization, in spite of the
inherently political nature

va G tions® The Thipod
bas considered reaching cut

10 the clul’s advisor, butl has
PO TR O oIl

The 80A Scnate is in
turmei! debating the mer
its of allowing [astisra on
compus.  SOUA  Presidem
Chamberlsin has suggested
o compromise of giving the
Fascists approval and part
of the fonding allocated for
tbe Crechoslovakian club.
When it wrs pointed out
that this was not a compro-
miso at all, the President
insisted that it would bring
Trinity “pesco in our Ume.”

The Fresident hag since
come under fire for baing the
roommate of the Fascist So
ciety Fohrer It is unlikely
at this point that the Sanate
will vote before the year is
cut, particularly consider
ing that this application has
been part of a swell of contro-
versial organizations seeking
S5GA approval. The Trinity
Red Brigade, & communist
militia club, is also secking
approval. They also deny a
political agends, claiming
they would simply lLie a
reading group Lo study Marx
and Lenin. However, the
number of AK-4T5 steckpiled
in the North Campus dorm
1ells another story. The 5GA
really has its work e out for
it, only time will tell S Toni-
ty in 2019 is the new Weimar
Qermany. 1 certainly hope
not, because the only German
I kivow is, “Ein bier haban.”

Mather Chicken:
A Remarkable
Building Material

THE BANTAM ‘20
CONTRIBUTING POULTRY
Wo all know and love
the durable rubber they
dish out by the tray st
Mather dining hall, but
did you kndw that thire
are other usesifor Mather
chicken besides ‘substitut-
ing for appelite suppres:
sants? Just ask Chartwells
executives what they eee
23 the “secret ingredient”
to Mather chitkon more
vorsatile. "Hopelessness,”
says Chartwells represen:
tative Wendell Baridors,
“by creating a healthy work
environment of job immo*
bility and wage stagnation,
wa're able to maks ong
kifchens so devold of joy

Ravor out of our food in-a
sort of extilsmént osmosis.

It’s not just students
thas enjoy those delectablo
cutlots, Trinity College's
administiption g gettinig
in on the fun too. Horold
Reginald, Benior Director
of Campus Affaire, stated
“I wish we had figured out
that Mather chicken had
tho same molecular make-
up as polyurethane a lot
enrlier! Bver since, wo've
heen using Mather chicken
as our primary construc-
tion materiol around cam-
pue. Believe it or nok: the
new neuroacience building:
almost 85% dehydrated
chicken: certified to stand
for 200 years. Feel free to
take any chicken leftovers
you have up to Vernon

Strect. We've beon trying
to amass a pile of whatev-
or scraps we can get in the
AD parking lot to oven
tually rebuild Boardwalk
and Park’ Place. Wo are
only nceopting plain scraps
of chicken so for most it
shouldn't be an issue to
contribute, but on the off
chance you happon to find
soagoning on your chicken,
Chartwells would be happy
to veimbures you and make
a contribution in your
name.” Trinity Colicge’s
Gresn Campus organiza’
tioh has been more than
onthuslastic to support tha
projects. Just chicken ns
# building wmaterial, nay!
Wa aro liberal artists, we
have a yhole arsened-of fa:.

usad! Just this poit semes
tor, the environmental club
Anaily got the go ahead to
plug Mather's loaky cull
ings with pilas of dining
hall compost. “Composting
in one thing, but orgonic ar
chitocture has always been
the club's true purpoge,”
said an enonymous insider,
*we've been planning for a
long time Lo start the first
internatienal construction
frm spocializing entirely
in cullnurily crafied build-
ings. This project has been
a groat step for us towards
that gonl* Chotolate clhup
Chapel? McCooked? Fer
ris  athlotic  sapdwich?
Turn to & neighbor ond
discuss your own ideas for
new food based ventures
in Trinity construction”

Lil’ Pump: An Analysis
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 the new racism is every bit as ugly astheold
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